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Agreement with respect to the claims f)D was reached. g)S was not reached, h)D N/A. 



Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an agreement was 
reached, or any other comments: See Continuation Sheet . 

(A fuller description, if necessary, and a copy of the amendments which the examiner agreed would render the claims 
allowable, if available, must be attached. Also, where no copy of the amendments that would render the claims 
allowable is available, a summary thereof must be attached.) 
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Continuation of Substance of Interview including description of the general nature of what was agreed to if an 
agreement was reached, or any other comments: Applicant submitted proposed amendment. Claim 14 has been 
cancelled and claim 15 has been amended. Comments discussed during the interview are: Saeki and/or Wakui does 
not suggest determining information relating to an offset in the predetermined plane of the mask on the stage caused 
by movement of the stage based on the detected information showing the relationship between the acceleration of the 
stage and the offset of the mask and suggesting adjusting a relative positional between the mask and the substrate in 
the manner as recited in amended claim 15. No argeement was reached pending the Examiner's further review and 
update search when a offical response is filed. The Examiner thanks the Applicant for pointing out the differences 
between the cited references and the claimed invention and will give them full consideration in the next office action.. 
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